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Laarnarh  Browwno
918 south 900 east
salt lake city, ut 84105

April 7, 2004

FCC Chailrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powel]l:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Cepartment of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have buiit—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI te conduct surveillance. The FBI is qoing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually burld its systems around
government eavesdropping., It is the equivalent of the government regquiring all
new homes he buillt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. iawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetwesen sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-majyl. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportumity faor hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 lTook forward to hearing your thoughts cen this matter.

Sincerely,

kenneth browne



08, Dox 274
Spooner, WI S4801

dpril 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a caoncerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have buiit—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Sarvice Providers and Internet telephone campanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access qur perscnal cammunications Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department af
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I don"t mind telling anyone myself about my cnline activities, but I resent
peaple taking it upon themselves to get this information without my knowledge
and consent. We have had enough rights taken away from us in the last three
vears. This is supposed to be a government "of the people, by the people and
far the peaple." “Supposed to he" is the operative phrase, Now it is a
government ruied by the corporations and the rich. We want our country back.
This is not Hitler’s Germany — thic 15 supposed to be the “Land of the Free.”
let’s fight to keep it that way.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Linda Peterson



1616 Dellwaad Ct
Grafton, WI 53024

April 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
443 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell.

#s a concerned individual, I am writing to express imy opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI js going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring al)
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lock through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ccllect 1nformation between scurces 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that hy requiring a master key to cur personal communications., the
government is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves Gr
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide thys sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunmity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely.

Elysse
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April 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

Ais a concerned individual, T am writing te express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary, Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informaticn between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources 11ke e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legjslative process to alter that careful balance,

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not bheen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet caommunication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ryan R. 0Okins




18071 Rase #13
Wichita Falls, Ty 76302

April 7, 2004

fCC Chalrman %ichael Powell
federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Streest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is gaing Far beyond thess existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping, It is the asquivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to logk through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run araund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations., set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potentisal for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents tc access our personal communications. Past
efforts to praovide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Christopher Jones



4407 Gashen le Or %outh
Augusta, GA 30306

April 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powelid;

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Fustice s request that all new Internet communicatian services be
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build 1ts systems arouncd
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cengress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI ¢an collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sgurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 1s c¢reating the very realt patential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access aur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers

Ohnce again, I urge you tc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Llory J. Scott




360 Syramnro ol
Sierra Madre, CA 91024

April 7, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, 0C 205%4

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Intermet communication services be
required to have buillt-1n wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies te allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyend these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can cotlect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatiaons, Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that ocur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jul1a Forest Morez




1208 Rrockmeade
Deer Park, TX 77536

April 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street W

Washingtan, 0C 20554

FCC chairman Powell:

As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.

1 do not beliave this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
requive Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be bu1lt with a peephoie for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reqguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s adgressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the iegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications. the
gaovernment is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents te access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sugcestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Melton



1909 Luray Street
Lang Beach, California 90807

April 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Paowel]
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the squivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with z peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal ¢ommunications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have byjlt—in
wiretapping.

I iook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Marguerite 0. Lovett
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Seattle, WA 98145

April 8, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositien to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <conduct surveillance. The fBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Jaw enfercement to Took through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master kesy to our personal
communications, the government is creating the very real potential for hackers
and thieves Or even rogue government agents to access our personal
communications. Past efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have
not been successful and only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the
Department of Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should
have bhuilt—-in wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Joseph D. Jackson



Jonn HUDBETS

PO Box S19

Woodacre, CA 94973

April B, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissioh
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, 1 am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s tequest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to Yook through.

I am very concerhed that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s asqressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogque gqovernment agents to access aur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this scrt of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to aoppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

John Hubers
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April 6., 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying te force the industry to actualily build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephale for Jlaw enforcement to ook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s agqressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potent1al far hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Fast
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor ac<cess have not been successful and
cnly ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to ocppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Thank You,

Matthew Agostini
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April 6, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-1n wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdrapping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be buiit with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive delibsrations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access aur personal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

James Carr
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April 3, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Streetb SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powel}l:

&s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt-i1n wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bheyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actualiy build its systems around
government eavesdropping It is the eguivalent of the government requiring ali
new homes be hurlt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up bhoundaries feor how
the FBI can collect 1nformation between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gavernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
oniy created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I lock forward te hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Niloufer Grewe



1042 duster
Evansteon, IL 650202

April 3, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae) Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FC{ Chairman Powell:

As & concerned individual, I am writing te express my opposition to the
bepartment of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e—mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogque gqovernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportumity fer hackers.

Once agalnh, I urgde you to oppaose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward tc hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Paula Adams



1414 M Weet U(lle duanue
Bend, Oregon 97709

April 3, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commissien
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chartrman Powell:

As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdrepping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring al}l
new homes be built with a peephole for iaw enforcement to leok through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces like phane campanies and data
sources tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential faor hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge vyou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolegies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Jan P1zzo



FO fiax 711
Enka, NC 28728

April 3, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As & concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition te the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burit-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to a)low
the FBI ta conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping Tt is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
{ongress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations., set up boundaries for how
the FBI can <ollect infermation between sources 1ike phone companies and data
saurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this cort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestiaon of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward £o hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Shannon King
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Apral 3, 2004

FCC Chatrman Michael Powell
Federal Cammunicatians Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell;

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services bo
reguired to have buyilt-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Jaws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actuzily build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the ggvernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process ta alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our persanal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technalogies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Judy Weawver
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April 3, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Cemmunicaticns Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Cepartment of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the egquivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement ta Took through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can colltect information between sources like phane companies and data
scurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even roque government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdecr access have not been syccessful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Helen Weaver
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Martha aAnn Stegar
2298 Melinda Dr. NE
Atlanta, GCA 30345

April 3, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan. DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cencerned individual, I am writing to express my cppesitian to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FAT to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government reguiring atl
new hames be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communicatiens, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich oppartunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Martha Ann Stegar
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Hiriam schuster

208 so. 24 st.
colo. sprgs., colarado 80304

April 3, 2004

FCC Chatrman Michae! Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing te express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet <ommunication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these exjsting
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping It is the eguivalent of the gevernment requiring al}l
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the F8I can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 11ke e-ma1l. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master Key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Miriam schuster



2204 Woodlea Ct. N,
Mobiie, AL 36593

April 3, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae) Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the asquivalent of the gaovernment reguiring all
new homes be buiit with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the fBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful batance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

Thanks for your consideration

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mavis Smith



§718 Palmyra St
New Orleans, LA 70119

April 3, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition te the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very c¢encerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect 1nfermation between sources like phone companies and data
saurces like e-mail. The #¥BI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
wouid bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring & master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents  to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunmity for hackers,

On<ce again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Paul Troyano
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Richard Robison

11 Meridian Circle
Rohnert Park, CA 94928

April 2, 2004

$CC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Caommunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Wwashington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that ali new Internet communication services he
required to have burlt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the gavernment reguiring all
new homes be buillt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very caoncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can coilect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicaticens, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access ocur personal communications. Past
efforts tg provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers

Once acain, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Richard Rabison
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Ellen Levine

P.QO. Box 2278
Castrc valley, CA 94542

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet cemmunication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. tongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allcw
the FBI ta canduct surveillance. The FBI is goinc far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring al}
new homes he built with 2 peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like pnone companies and data
sources like e—-mail The §fBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real petential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue goavernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technclogies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I laook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ellen ¢ Levine, Ph D , M P.H
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Paula §

Hope Street
Stamford, CT 069G8

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a caoncerned individual, 1 am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with & peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real patential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdaor access have not been successful and
gnly created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolagies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Paula
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Sarah Lemonds

321 S. Grand Ave.
Cainsville, Tx 78240

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel!
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reqguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 13 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FEI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access aur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technclogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sarah Lemonds
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vabelle Uraarie

1919 Preakness Lane
San Antonio, TX 78248

April 2, 2004

FCC Charrman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, 0C 20954

FCC €halrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of TJTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 1s necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveiliance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government esavesdropping. It is the sgquivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persanal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Orice again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michelle De Uriarte
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OANER Ditnsh
P.O. Box 142

Harlem, GA 30814

April 6, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Poweld:

ps a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burit-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary, Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internst telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to ferce the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huillt with a peephole For law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after ewxtensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access gur personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunmity for hackers.

cnce again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Robin Bunch
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Jake Brenneise

3022 W. Cactus Wren Drive
Phoenix, AZ 85051

April B, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppesition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jlaw
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves aor
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportumity for hackers

Once again, I urgde vou to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jake 8renneise



